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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
REGIONS 

130 SOUTH DEARBORN ST. 

CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 60604 

~UN 0 5 1900 

CERI'IfTID MAIL 
RE!URN RECEIPr REXX.JESW 

USA 1 - ENTERPRISES, INC. 
2501 LWW 
MISHAWAKA,IN 46544 

Re: Wayne Reclamatioo ani Recycling' ("Site") 
Columbia City, In:tiana 

Dear Sir or Madam: 

UPLY TO 1lll! ATI'I!NTION OF' 

SHS-11 

'!be united states Env:i.rorunenta.l Protec:tioo 1>qercj (U.S. EPA) has 
documented the release or threatened release of hazardaJs substances, 
pollutants ani cxmtaminants at the above refe.t:euced Site. A Remedial 
Investigation,!Feasibility study (RI/FS) of the Site has been catpleted. 
'!his actioo was undertaken p.1rSilallt to the Q:mprehensive Env:i.rorunenta.l 
Response, Cclrpensation ani Liability Act of 1980, 42 u.s.c. Sectioo 9601 gt 
~- , as amerrled by the SUperfurd .Amerdments ani Reauthorizatioo Act of 
1986, Public Law 99-499 (CERCLA). 

In aooordance with the requirements of Sectioo 104 (b) of CERCLA, the 
Remedial Investigation (RI) Report describes f.irdi.rgs oo the nature ani 
extent of contamination at the Site. 'Ihe Feasibility st:uiy (FS) ~rt 
considered alternatives necessary to address the c:xntitioos at the Site. 
Alorg with the FS Report, U.S. EPA jssned a Pl:nposed Plan for a thirty day 
p.lblic cxmnent period 'Which en1ed February 21, 1990. On March 30, 1990, 
the Re:]ional Administrator issued a Record of Decision (roD) selectin;J the 
remedial action 'Which was originally prqx:sed (See Attachment III) for the 
Site. 

Unless the u.s. EPA detennines that a potentially responsible party (PRP) 
will voluntarily W'rlertake the remedial action necessary at the Site, u.s. 
EPA rray, \lJ'rler Section 104 of CERCLA, un:lertake the remecHal actioo itself 
ani, \lJ'rler Section 107 of CERCLA, seek rei.Jrb.Jrsement fran FRPs of all 
response costs incurred in connection with the action taken. SUdl costs 
rray include, :rut are oot limited to, experx:litures for investigation, 
planning, response ani enforcement activities. 

M::>reover, \lJ'rler Section 106 of CERCIA, u.s. EPA may order respaiSible 
parties to inplement relief actioos deemed necessary by u.s. EPA to protect 
the p.lblic health, 'Welfare or enviralment fran an imninent ani substantial 



2 

erdan}enDent because of an actual or threatened release of a hazardous 
substance fran a facility. 

Responsible parties un:Jer Sectioo 107 of CERC[A include current owners am 
operators of the Site, former owners am operators of the Site at the time 
of di srosal of hazardous substances, as ·well as persoos who owned or 
possessed hazardals substances am arrarged for disp?Sal, treatment, or 
transportatioo of sud1 hazardous substances, am persons who aooepted 
hazardous substances for transportatioo for di sposa1 or treatment to a 
facility selected by sud1 transporter. u.s. EPA has :i.nfcmnatioo 
irxticatin;J that ym are a IRP with :respect to the wayne Reclamatioo am 
Recyclirg site. 'lhe sooroes of this :i.nfcmnatioo are briefly smmarized in 
Paragrcqil A of Attac:tment I to this letter. By this letter, U.S. EPA 
notifies ym of ymr }X'tential liability with regard to this matter am 
ermlraCJe9 ym, as a }X'tentially responsible party, to re:inbn'se u.s. EPA 
for the oosts :inaJrred to date am to voluntarily perfonn or finan::le the 
respoose activities that u.s. EPA has detenn.i.ned or will detennine are 
required at the Site. 

In accordance with CERC[A am ather authorities, U.s. EPA has already 
un:iertaken certain actions am :inaJrred certain oosts in :respoose to 
COl'Xtitions at the Site. '1hese response actions are SUill'lBrized in Paragraph 
B of Attadlment I to this letter. '!he awraxima.te cost to date of the 
respoose actions perfonned throogh u.s. EPA fun:lin:J at the Site is set 
forth in Paragrcqil C of Attachment I. 'lhe Iv:Jercy anticipates expeniirq 
additiooal f\.Jms for response activities at the Site un:Jer the authority of 
CERC[A am ather laws. In accordance with Sectioo 107 (a) of CERC[A, demarxi 
is hereby made for payment of the amc:mtt specified in Paragrcqil C of 
Attadlment I plus any am all interest authorized to be recovered un:Jer 
Section 107 (a) or un:Jer any ather provision of law. Delllani is also hereby 
made un:Jer these authorities for payment of interest oo all future oosts 
that U.S. EPA may ina.Jr in regard to the Site. 

U.S. EPA is currently plannin:} to oon:luct the fol.lawirq additiooal response 
activities at the Site: 

0 

0 

Design am i.nplementatioo of the remedial actioo 
selected am awraved by u.s. EPA for the site; am 

Provisioo of any m:xrltorirg, operatioo am maintenance 
necessary at the Site after the remedial actioo is 
caipleted. 

In additioo, u.s. EPA may, p..lrSUart't to its authorities un:Jer CERC[A am 
ather laws, decide that ather clean-up activities are necessary to protect 
p.lblic health, welfare am the envi..rcxm:mt. 

If ym are already involved in disrossions with state or local 
authorities, erqaged in voluntary clean-up actioo or involved in a lawsuit 
regardirq this Site, ym shoold continue sud1 activities as ya1 see fit. 
'Ibis letter is nat interx3ed to advise ym or direct ya1 to restrict or 
discxmtirrue any sud1 activities; however, ym are advised to :i.nfonn U.S. 
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EPA of the status of these disa1ssions or actions in a respalSe to this 
letter ani to provide a copy of this response to any other parties involved 
in these disaJSSions or actions. Yoor respollSe letter shoold be sent to: 

Tinka G. Hyde, 5HS-ll 
u.s. Environmental Protectioo 1qercy 

230 Scuth Dearborn street 
Oricago, Illinois 60604 

PUrsuant to Sectioo 122 (e) (1) of CERCIA, the u.s. EPA has determined that a 
period of negotiatioo may facilitate an agreEIIlellt with yc:u ani other PRPs. 
Upon initiatioo of the negotiations mratoril.un period, yc:u will have a 
:maxi:aum of 60 days to coo:rdinate with any PRPs and to present to U.S. EPA a 
"good faith" prqosal for inplementirg ani oonducting the remedi.al. action 
~ in the Ptt:pJSE!d Plan. To assist the PRPs in negotiati.rq with 
u.s. EPA concem..in:.J this matter, u.s. EPA is providi.rq a list of all other 
PRPs to whan this ootification is beirg sent ani the names ani a&D:'esses of 
the RI/FS FRP Steerirg Ccmni.ttee. 'lhis list is ~ed as Attac::hment II 
to this letter. It should be noted that inclusioo on or exclusion fran the 
list does rot constitute a final detenni.natioo by the 1qercy concem..in:.J the 
liability of any party for l'E!Ilediation of Site oon:litions or payment of 
past costs. Infonnation regardin:] a ranJdn;J by volume ani nature of 
substaooes oontrib.lted by eac::h FRP, as cootenplated by Sectioo 
122(e) (4) (A), has previously been provided to the steerirg cx:mni.ttee. 

In aooo:rdarx::e with the requirements of Sectioo 122 (e) (2), durin; the 60 day 
calerrlar period, begi.nnin;J June 28, 1990, the u.s. EPA will not cx:mrenoe 
l'E!Iledial action at the Site. u.s. EPA may, l."'c:M!ver, ccmnenoe any 
additional studies or investigations authorized urrler Sectioo 104 (b) , 
inclu:li.rq remedial design, durin; this negotiatioo period. If U.S. EPA 
receives fran the PRPs within the 60 day calendar period a written "good 
faith offer'' which clem::nstrates the FRP's qualifications am willin;Jness to 
oorduct ard,lor finance the l'E!Iledial design ani l'E!Iledial actioo (RD,IRA) 
consistent with U.S. EPA's Prqx:ISed Plan, U.S. EPA will extend its 
m:>ratori\.un oo c:x:mnen::enent of the remedial actioo work an additional 60 
calerrlar days. '1he Ptcposed Plan, whic::h recclliiiE!OOed the ratedy that was 
c::hosen by the Regional Administ.rator in the RJD, is appended as Attac::hment 
III. 

'!he p.lrpose of the additional t:ilne is to allow the PRPs ani the u.s. EPA a 
period of t:ilne to finalize the settlement. A "good faith offer" for RD/RA 
shoold inclu1e the followirg: 

0 

0 

a statement of the PRPs' willin;Jness to conduct ard,lor 
finance the RD/RA whic::h is generally ooosistent with 
u.s. EPA's Prqxlsed Plan or whic::h provides a sufficient 
basis for further negotiations in light of U.S. EPA's 
Proposed Plan; 

a detailed "statement of work" or ''worl<plan" 
identifyirg ha.l PRPs plan to proceed with the work; 
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0 

0 

0 
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a dellonstratioo of the PRPs' technical capability to 
un:lertake the RDfRA. 'Ibis shoold incl\XIe a requiranent 
that PRPs identify the finn they expect will cxn:!uct 
the 'WOrk or that PRPs identify the process they will 
un:lertake to select a finn. : 

a derronstratioo of the PRPs' capability to finance the 
RDjRA; 

a statement of the PRPs' willingness to reiml::urse U.S. 
EPA for past response ard oversight costs: ard 

the name, ad:iress, ard }ilene ll\.lllber of the party or 
steerin;J cxmnittee who will represent the PRPs in 
negotiaticns. 

Except in extraordinary ci.rcmnstances E!llplained in a written request, ro 
extension to this 60 day period will be granted by the U.s. EPA. If a 
"good faith" prc:posal is rot received within 60 caleroar days, the u.s. 
EPA, p.rrsuant to section 122(e) (4), may prooeed to urrlertake such further 
action as is authorized by law, inc::ludin;J ill'plementation of the remedial 
action utilizin;J plblic furrls available to the kJercY. 

To further facilitate yoor ard arrt other PRPs' ability to present a "good 
faith" p:rqx:sal within the 60 day time limit, the Jqercy has set up a 
Jreetin;J to provide informatioo that will assist the PRPs in that effort. 
Toward that em, a draft 0:msent Decree ard statement of Work (SCM) will be 
provided to those persons atteroin;J this Jreetin;J. '1he details for the 
meetin;J are as follows: 

'Dllirsday 1 .:J\lne 281 1.990 
10:30 a.L 

Fort wayne, Ddi.ana 
li:>liday :rrn, Grand B:ll..lroaD 

300 E. 'Nash.iJ'gt.cn m.vd. 
(219) 422-5511 

Additionally, the draft CCI'lsent Decree was provided to the state of 
Irx:tiana. '1hese :revisioos will be forwarded to the PRPs as they becxrne 
available. Please nate that the draft consent dec::ree ard sccpe of 'WOrk, 
thoogh already partly tailored for the pupose of E!llplorin;J settlement 
possibilities with yoo at this particular site, are subject to~ 
based en the current, orqoin;J review of these doo.nnents by the Department 
of Justice. 

An Administrative Record containin;J doo.nnents that form the basis for the 
Jqercy 's decision on the selection of the remedy is available for plblic 
inspection at U.S. EPA - Regioo V office in Chicago, Illinois or at the 
information repositories located at the Coluni:lia City Hall ard Peabody 
Library in ColUI!bia City, Irx:tiana. 

If yoo need further information regarding this letter, yoo may oontact 
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Tinka Hyde of the Remedial ard Enforcement Respc:l'lse Braoc:h at (312) 886-
9296. If yoo have an attorney hardl.i.n;J yoor legal matters, please c:lirec:t 
his or her questions to Elizabeth Doyle of the Office of Regional Cc:A.lnsel, 
u.s. EPA, Region V, at (312) 886-7951. 

By a cx:py of this letter, the U.S. EPA is notifyi.n:J the State of In:liana 
ard the Natural Resooroes Trustees, in aooordance with Section 122(j) of 
CERcrA, of its intent to enter into negotiations oonoerning the 
i.nplementation of remedial action at the Site, ard is also encc:magi.rq them 
to CXll'lSider participation in such negotiations. 

If yoo have not already done so, the u.s. EPA strcn:}ly enooorages yoo to 
take inure:tiate steps to organize into a Ccmnittee to negotiate an agreement 
with u.s. EPA to urdertake the remedial actions at the Site. We hope that 
yoo will give this matter yoor imnedi.ate attentioo. 

Sincerely yoors, 

Vl --:::::::7 a<%~ --~-?<'~ f/// / --, 
_:/ / L.t- ~ ~ I 

j_ - -· ' I \ -- / 

Jc:tm Kelley, Actin:] Olief 
Remedial ard Enforcement Response Brardl 

Enclosures 

cc: Sheila Huff, OOI 
Dc:ug Fisher, ImM 
Tan Mariani, OOJ 
Patrick Ralsdon, II:NR 
Environmental Defense Section, OOJ 
In:liana Attorney General 
n:m Sparks, USFW 



A. u.s. EPA has evaluated a tx:dy of evidence in 
connection with its investigation of the Site, specifically, 
state of In:liana, SPC-17 Liquid waste Ren¥::wal Record - Hauler 
Rep:lrts pertainiig to the Site. Based on this evidence, u.s. 
EPA has infoma.tion in:ticatitg that yoo are a potentially 
respousible party with respect to this Site. 

B. '!he current PRP Groop has corducted the followitg 
stulies am;or activities at the Site. 

1. 1986 Reuoval Action - l."e!!IVed ani di spose1 of 
CXlntami.nated soil, disp?Sal of oontents of 215-55 
gallon drums ani backfill of excavated areas. 

2. Remedial Investigation - to determine the nature ani 
extent of CXlntami.nation at the Site. 

3. 1988 Reuoval Action - con::iucted by a groop of 5 FRPs, 
l."e!!IVed ani dispose1 of additiooal. cc:ntami.nated soil 
ani drums, disp=sal of 23 horizontal tank contents, ani 
ferx:itg. 

4. Feasibility stu::!y - to evaluate the feasibility of 
p::lSSible alternatives to remediate the Site 
CXlntami.nation identified duritg the Remedial 
Investigation. 

5. u.s. EPA released it's Proposed Plan for the site 
remediation on January 22, 1990. 

6. u.s. EPA issued it's Record of Decision for the WRR 
site remediation on March 30, 1990. 

c. Past Cbsts: As of Octc:ber 17, 1989, $622,066.58 
have been expenied by u.s. EPA at this Site. '!he FRPs have been 
billed for Olfersight costs ani to date have paid $56,588.02 
towards their bills. 'Iherefore, past costs i.nc:mTed by the u.s. 
EPA as of Oc::t:OOer 17, 1989 are $565,478.56. Followitg that date, 
U.S. EPA has i.n::urred, ani will in=ur, additional response costs 
regardi.n;J the WRR site. 



ATTACHMENT II 

The names and addresses of all parties receiving a copy of this 
letter are attached. 

CURRENT WRR PRP GROUP STEERING COMMI'rl'BE 

William N. Hall 
Breed, Abbott & Morgan 
1875 Eye Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20006 
(202)466-1118 

Christopher J. Dunsky 
Honiqman Miller Schwartz and Cohn 
2290 First National Building 
Detroit, Michigan 48226 
(313) 256-7872 



oooo !SO FOIEGIOUID laiDC~Pr 0000 
DSilftE=CPISSlloFOCUSoOFFLII! 

a or 1 
C/0 RBLIII a, 1!111 
PoOo 101 70 
RlRILfOI,II_,67'2 

l 900116 
ILUFF1'01 LIG11' liD 111'11 

121 !U1' Rllllf 
ILUFF1'01,11_,67l' 

6 900116 
Bolo catPIIfll 

195 coatrr aoao 15 soara 
PoOo 101 :UI6 
ILIIlR1',11_,65lS 

9 900116 
IIIII STOll 

SOD 1111 StOll IOlD 
IU11'IIG1'01,11_1167SD 

u 900116 
IILLill Jo Flllll, PIISIDIIt 

Filii! PLltiiG lOllS, IICo 
2109 lo I&SIIIG!DI BODLifliD 
roar 1&111,11_1167111 

15 900116 
GIISSOI are (PIIDI 

BlS! CIIIL 811111111 
GRISSO! lFB,II_II69Jl 

18 900116 
HONliD 111!11 l!lfl 

'115 I!IEI ROlO 
FORT Nlii!,I1_,6806 

21 '100116 
JESSF.N ftfr., 

UULIRS 

• 900116 
IIDOIS :otS!IDC!IOI 

P.o. 101 95&0 
roar larti,II_,6899 

7 9001U 
CILOrll COlt. 

•• o. 101 157 
LIIIID,II_II .. U 

lD 900116 
IIIDI COIPo 

)OJ 111'11 Still! 
LOGliSPOif 0 11_1169117 

lJ 900ltli 
FIIC!IOI RlfiRilLS 

liU S&BIII • 
1111'11Gt01,11_,675D 

16 900116 
IIRCD llSf!-llll SP.IfiC!, IICo 

707 lo IILDWOOO Af!IU! 
1LIIllf,l1_116750 

19 9~0116 
11-llTI: IFG., INCo 

I o OliO STRUT 
I!ID&LLftLL!,II_,67SS 

22 '100116 
s,r, JI)IU50N 

2 900116 
liGlU Dl! CASE 

1110 IElfM!RNI~D SfR!Er 
liGOLa,ll_ll670l 

5 901)ll6 
Lolo ::atlltDE 

111120 :LUBil!W DRll£ 
roar ••r•s.r•-•bso• 

8 900116 
C!lrRlL St!P.L ~ WIR! :o, 

C/O PIIIIIC!-KlLL CORP, SYST!K 
CIRCLI tOW!R BUILDIIG 
[IDilllPOLtS,I1_,620q 

ll 900116 
FIDLU' S 

P.o. atu 99 
GOU!I,11_'6~2b 

u 900Ll6 
GOSHII 1101 <. KErlL 

'09 WISt LtiC~LM AfY.NU! 
cosnu, u_~~&S26 

11 90H1h 
HOOI INDUSrRIAL SALES 

2111 RRJOKLYN Af£HUt 
FORf WAfi! 1 1N_~&~l~ 

lJ ~OJllb 

rN-:1 U.L H~ 



.:Je.s.se¥1 M.f.s . 
•• 3. 831 1127 
ILIIIRT,IR_e6Sl6 

z• 900116 
1!1 ftlCftlll TOOL, IRC, 

5)928 COUITI IO&D, 51 
r.o. 801 too• 
!LIIliT,II_e6515•100e 

27 900116 
R&ITUS IICo 

r.o. 801 522 
roar vatll,ll_e6115 

JO 900116 
ft3TI :oiSTIUCTIOI 

r. ,, 8:u n9 
a1to1 :rrr,ra_e7190 

)) 900116 
llPSCO 

11' I, IIIII STill! 
roar laral,ll_,,eoz 

)6 900116 
IOIRIS tiUCUIG 

r.o. 131 11 
IJoSo 211 liSt 
LIGI&ICI,II_,6761 

l9 900116 
Oflll, liCe 

q86 I, COIITI 10&0 
100 lOIII 
nasu, u_u5eo 

•z tootu 
urn anLLf 

•• o. 801 1108 
ELIRART,IR_I6515 

qs 900116 
SIBEHLUG ftPG. 

2010 GOY BROVI DRIYE 
D!:ltUR,11_.67Jl 

~& .::Tohf\Sbr> 

201 So TROftlS HllO 
PORT YliiP.,II_Q680A 

25 900116 
IIUftU 

llel !o 12TH STR!Ef 
llSRlllll,l1_.65 •• 

21 900116 
RCGILL RPGo 

705 lo 6TI STIIIT 
IOITICILLO,I1_.7960 

l1 900116 
IOITIIII 1101111 IIIUPICTUIIRG 

105 s. 111111 
IOIIBOI,II_q650' 

n 900116 
IIPSCO 

2)2 SO, Rill STIIIT 
lilOSiiii,II_US26 

)1 900116 
IICOI PISTIJ!IS 

r.o. 101 uoo 
sr. JOI,II_e6785 

u 900116 
PIICISIOI PIICI PIITS 

7U SOITI LIGOI 
IISI&Illl,t1_,65e• 

u 900116 
lltlft RIL~I COISTIUCfl3N 

r.o. 1101 e77 
GOSII!I,li_U526 

" 900116 
sraauss, u::. 

PoBo IIBI 1'9 
IORTH ,l1CH!5T!R,IN_Q61~2 

.Ji->CD M I "'1 ~ 
5260 HI~~INS ~JULEV~RO 
!LkH1Rf,IH_q6507 

21 9JOll& . 
I!UDlLLYILL! ·fR3N S ftelh 61st\ J 

p 9 191 6tl -p, 0 (),<,,. ? }"1 
l!IOILLfiLL!,IN_,67SS 

26 90!)116 
ll&:lLLISfiR IIA:HIN!HY 

P.o. 1101 nu 
roar wariE,II_,,sos 

29 90DU6 
1111U:11 11rc;, 

2•21 I, VlLL'-N ROAD 
PORt Wlii!,IN_~6818 

ll 900llb 
IIPSCl 

1120 UlADVlf 
CIESftRfOI,IN_q&JO-. 

)5 900116 
IIPSCt) 

101 So III:IIIGU 5fR!£f 
PLIIIJUTII,II_.656J. 

)8 900116 
o• au a• :oaP. 

r.o. llll 11 
SOUfl 8EID,II_q662~ 

H ?0011& 
R&J ~lNUrlCTURIN; 

lq20 STlNL!f DRIVE 
PLflllUfii,IN_Q656J 

'q 90011• 
SHP.LLER ;L::I~r 

168)6 iTAT" RO Jl 
GRABILL,IN_~67~l 



,. 900116 
TOOL CUrT 

2620 lOINS C!IT!I 1010 
FORT MIIII 0 II_.61Dl 

51 900116 
UUIOIIL 

P.O. 1101 951 
STaT! 1010 15 IOITI 
llanu. u_.6510 

5• 900116 
1111111 6 SOlS COITIDCTIOIS 

29099 u.s. IIGNIIT )) I 
ILIIIIT 0 II_I6516 

57 900116 
a. IITT!ISLII 6 SOl 

P.o. 801 5166 
l9l9 IIOIILI 111111 
roar l&lll.t1_1619S 

60 9D01l6 
ILICIItCOo IICo 

55100 CDIIIIT 1010 
•• o. 101 691 
NISial&ll•l1_16511 

61 9DD116 
aiOCO OIL COitall 

2DD 1. IIIDOLPI IIIII 
CIJCIG3 0 JL_6060l 

" 900116 
IIIITRl IUIIILLS ROlli 

SR. ITTOIIII. &II PIPILlll COo 
500 IIIIISS&ICI CIITII 
CIO 011 1001&10 &flo 
DIIIOIT 0 RI_1126J 

69 900116 
ISIIL!f IIID• JIC. 

56111 ILINlll CODIT 
ELK.&RT 0 tl_,6516 

12 900116 
BlSTtlN PLITIIG co •• IIC. 

625 v. 15TN STREET 
lU8URI 0 II_q6706-2111 

'' 900116 
TRUIIIIlLL r; SOU 

P.o. 1101 87 
LIIIILL.I1_,676' 

52 900116 
UIIT!D TO::JL 

P.o. 101 us2 
!LINIIT0 II_.657S 

55 900116 
IUL•NCLIII 

DIIISIOI or llaiL!I CO. 
IL&III STIIlrt 
IICIIGII ctrr.tl_,6l60 

51 900116 
lCIIII PIODUCTS COIPo 

1111111 a. SPITIIIo Jl. 
arroun ar Lll 
•• o. 101 927 . 
NUIOI• n_UIS2 

6l 900116 
Glll CIDUrt 

lLIIIIUI COIIPlll or liiiiCI 
1511 ILCOI IIILDIIG 
PIIISIIIGI.t1_15219 

" 900116 
lllCOIDl POII!I CliiLI COIIPIIY 

llSI IIGIIII 
uuo1. u_U952 

67 900116 
aPOLLO DISPOUL 

r.o. 101 'lO 
ae;ou. n_u7ol 

70 900116 
IOSTJI P~TROL!UII 

99 !o JOI STR!Ef 
IIDIIIIGTOI 0 ll_q6750 

11 900116 
JOU BUCJf 

llO E. SUTTEifi!LO 
FORf WlYI~oll_q680l 

U 9JHt6 
Ull RO!IRU 

1102 s. lOTH srH~er 
P.o. B:n 516 
GOSII£1 0 11_,6516 

so 90::1116 
U.s. ~RUULES 

P.O. 8:11 llO 
1•13 II!ST!RI AfENUt' 
PLIII::JUTII 0 II_,6S6) 

51 900116 
IIILI!R IIFG. 

p,o. 8:11 352 
LIGONI!I 0 II_q6J67 

56 900116 
YODER liL 

P.o. a:~r 10 
ELlHlRT 0 (N_q6SlS 

59 900116 
&Ut:IN WIRE 

p,o. aor 156 
STITI IOID 8 !l5f 
ILBI31 0 11_,6701 

u 900116 
IIRo lEE:! PRlTIIER 

IIICIST IIDUSTR(lL :aRP~Rlf(ON 
r.o. a:u 98 
DIYUI 0 01_.5qJl 

65 900116 
IIGLII C::JftPliiF.S, tw:, 

11102 I, IIIII 
roar war11.t1_q680~ 

&8 ~OOllb 
ARLJ Sill rN 

RURaL RJUH 5 
COLUIIBil :tfY 0 tM_q&Jl5 

11 ~Olllb 
BP: "rc. 

orrrstJN Jr unr~r1L :JHP· 
1755 ~. 'HK R:Ha 
PLY~llfrti,T~-~·.S~J·J~·JI 



75 900116 
IILUFFTOI POUEI PLAIT 

5111 lo W&SIIIC!OI 
BLOFFTOI,t1_.67111 

111 900116 
IIRIII&I C&S!IIG 

SOD I I&L!IIOU 
1111111, 11_116506 

Ill 900116 
D&lfL Llllllll! 

C liD I I&II!L PL&!IIG COIPo 
COLOIIII Cl!l,ti_1167J5 

1111 900116 
CIIIIIClL LIIRll !liiLIIIS 

5606 SOU!I UoSo IIGIIll IIZl 
IIS!fiLLI.I1_116l91 

111 9.00116 
CITI 11;111111 5 OPPICI 

WlTII POLLDTIOI COITIOL 
cur llLL 
roat •artl.t1_11610l 

90 900116 
D31&LD So IOILPIL 

COLIILL/;IIIIIL• IICo 
r.o. 101 U9 
POIT 1&111 0 11_116101 

93 900116 
IICI&ID Do TIIPLI 

COOPII Till AID IUIIIR COIIP&If 
PIIDL&r.oi_IISIIIIO 

96 900116 
COfiR•ILL IIITIL SIRIICI 

3201 BROOILII lfiiOI 
FORT VAIII,I1_1161109 

"' qoou6 
CUSTARD IISORIICI &DJUSTIRS, IICo 

Polo 8')1 10q1q 

76 900116 
BOCK PIICIDUCTS 

1901 llo IU!LI 
1Lllllf,ll_ll6517 

79 900116 
CRIIL!S lo CIIIPBILL 

PLAIT IIGIIIIII, BRJD!RICI CCI. 
500 LIICOLI S!IIIT 
DlfiSIOI Or IIISCO COIPCIIITICIW 
IIDICU, I1_111lD2 

u 900116 
C&l!ll LDRB!I COIIPIWY 

56J5 PUDIL!OI 
&IDIISOI,II_1160ll 

IS 900116 
CRIISOLI, IICo 

6011 s. scon· 
r.o. 101 liiU 
SOUTI IIID,I1_1166ll~lllll 

Ill 900116 
Cll I&I&SI C&St, tiC. 

•• o. 101 661 
•uast.u_utu 

91 900116 
COLIILL/GIIII&L. tiC. 

Jo IICiliL 0 1 1111, ISQ, 
p,o, 101 U6l 
llllltr. l&llltr S IICII~II 
POl! 11!11,11_116801 

911 900116 
IICIIID Do TIIPLI 

COOPII TIRI &10 RUBBIR COIIPIIY 
PIIDL&I,OI_IISIIIIO 

91 900116 
CRill !DIIUID 

550 IOITII BROADWAY 
IIUTLU, 11_,6121 

101 9ont6 
JCIU CANU 

,1:~ PRF.SIO~~T, FN~IMPFRfNG 

Jq 90Jllb 
CHIRLF.S '• :~Afrf£, PH~S!OF~I 

IILUrrT'lM RURIIEH :::::>,, IN:::. 
p,(), BJI 2SS 
oLurrrlw,rN_q&7l1 

11 lOJllb 
LIIDA J, StF.IIIINU:::H 

BCIRG·~ARNr.R ClRPJRATilN 
200 SJUTH IIICHI~AI AVENUr 
CIIClGJ,IL_6~b~q 

90 900116 
BUI>! CORP. Jf !NOlANA 
HIGI~H 25 
P.O. R:ll \83 
LCIGII5PCIRT,fN_,S1qJ-0168 

51 l00ll6 
C!ITRI PROPERTIES, LTD. 

19 S. LI51LL! 
CIICIGJ,IL_6060J 

" 90Jll6 
!IIJTNI J, BLOJII 

CITY Dr COLUIIBil :tTY, CITI H~LL 

CIIOIC!I STII!Ir 
COLORBI& :::tfl,ll_q6725 

89 900116 
COA:HIIll IIDUSTRI!S 

601 lo BIIIDSLif 
!LUllr, ti_U515 

92 900ll6 
CCIRCCIRDII fHIJLO~ICAL SEIIJNlRf 

660!1 1. CLIIIT:IN 
roar WAYI!,rw_q&s25 

J5 90Jll& 
RAYIICIND :::, IIANI~~ 

DJ,[iJlN CCIUNi~L. 
CORI[M; ~LASS ~:lK~; 

LEGAL Of.PIRT~ENT 

CORN[N;,Nr_lq6Jl 



102 900116 
DIICO COIPOIITIOI 

1200 v, RICIIGII I'IIUI 
THREE II,!IS,ftt_e9091 

105 9001U 
DEilLI ROLDID PLASTICS 

u,s, IIGIM&I 6 liS! 
IIULI!I,ll_1161!1 

101 900116 
DI!S!II II&CIII! 

1911 Eo lliiE S!lll! 
roar ••r•r,tl_e6e01 

111 900116 

-~~~.. . .. ' 
'(1'/· .. -~,t 

D3UGL&SS COISTIIC!lOI CO,, liCo 
U71 IIID IOID 
roar waraa,r•-•6115 

tU 900116 
!•IIC-~0 

p,o. 131 1e6 
RISI&Illl,ll_e65ee 

117 9001U 
EDGIITOI IIT&L PIODOC!S, liC, 

.UI Eo IIIIIT 
!DGIIT31,01_.1517 

uo 900116 
IIIL!S Co G!II!IIIG 

B&II!Tr, 81111!! C ftCIIGif 
•• 3. 1101 2261 
!L!CTIIC IIOTOIS C SPICIILTIIS IIC 
roar var•r.r•-•6101 

UJ 900116 
ELIIHURST BUS GlllG! 

FORT WAll! SCROOL DISTRICT 
6006 lRDIIOIE lfEIU! 
FORT Vllll,t1_,6B09 

126 900116 

r.o. 131 1 Jae 
D&LTOI FOOIDRI!S, I"C' 
MIIS&M, II_ "580 

101 901116 
Lllll Lo rUCI!I 

D&ITOI·•ILIH!R CORPORlriOI 
600 liST IIGHLliD lfiiD! 
IIUICI! DIUSIOI 
IIDICII,U_e11D1 

106 9011116 
S!lrll Lo liTOSt, !SQ. 

COIPOI&TI COUISIL Dl POl 
r.o. 101 ,Ill 
uasav. u_usao 

119 900116 
IO!CO COPPII Ill TOOLS 

e010 Sflfl IOUTI 11 
IICISflLLI,OR.e1526 

lU 900116 
DMIII IISTIIftll! 

55 .... 
IIIIIISI,ll_e6160 

115 900116 
IOIIIT lo IIIDII 

&SSOCII!I COUISIL, I•SISTIIIS 11:. 
r.o. 101 uona 
DlLLIS, !1_75266 

111 900116 
IDOl lllCIIII DI,ISIOI 

SIIPSOI IIDOS!II!S, 11:. 
lo IIDUII 
IDOI,OI_U5ll 

121 900\16 
ILIIII! PIODUCTS :ORP. 

700 l&f1801 ROAD 
GIIUI,U_e67'0 

lH qOOll6 
I!PCO PRODUCTS 

p.o. IJOI 187 
II!W HlfEI,I1_~677~ 

127 <JOH 16 

90S '~RTH WEST H~UL~IARD 
I!LKH,RT,tM_q6S1q 

101 900116 
CLI!~!•r ), R'-II!TT! 

LI!ClL :JUISEL 
P.O. BJI 1000 
Dill CORP3RlTIJ~ 
TOLU0,3H_U697 

1H qootlb 
D!llLB :IITRAL S:HJOL 

p,(), BJI §0) 

lOBUli, (l_t610~ 

U7 900llb 
MNo lo DIDII!R ~ SOlS 

6ll ~~~" srar.er 
PoOo 8:'11 lOUR 

DISTRI::T 

roar war•r.rw_,6&SJ-D7•B 

llD 900ll6 
Nlo IORII!Rf p, STRJREL 

NIIUrACTOIIIG P.ICII!I!RII~ NAilGP.R 
1•1 R&ILIJID STREIT 
DOOGL&' C3ftPOI!If5 :ORP31lTIJI 
BIOISOI,III_,9328 ' 

Ill 900116 
Dlllftt: POII!R CORPJRlTIJI 

.IOIIL uun 2 
P.O. Ul 1U 
ossru. u_uuJ 

116 900116 
llUirl Lo G3ET1, UTOHN!f 

l!liOL!-l"I::H!R UDUSTRIES, u::, 
p,o. 831 779 
CIICIIIArTt,OK_qS201 

ll9 900116 
!LCJ IIDUSTRtiS, lN::. 

p, o. 811 61)6 
LOGliSPORr,tN_qh~~J 

122 90H1b 
C[rf Jr ~LKKART 

CITf ~UNI::IPAL dUILO!~; 

229 S, 2MD, 
f.LKHUT, ~~-~6'il~ 

1! s 



EllCT3, IICo or SO'TR 8!10 
1117 So· L&r&f!TT! 
P.:>. 801 S'f7 
SOOTH B!ID,t1_ •• 62• 

129 900116 
rLEI Sti!L IIDBSTIIIS• IICo 

Polo 831 129 
Ill Pl11S.I1_.6SSJ 

1J2 900116 
13T s. IOI&IOISII 

ri&IILII ILICTIIC CORPIII• IICo 
100 !AST SPIIIG STilET 
8Lorrrol.l1_,67t• 

us 900116 
a.c.a. IITIIPIISIS 

220• LIIIITI Dllfl 
RISI&I&I&.I1_16SII 

Ul 900116 
TIOI&S lo &IRSTIOIG 

C:>UIS!L•IIIIIOIIIITIL ISSUIS 
G!I!I&L ILICTIIC COIPlll 
r&llriiLD.cT_o61Jl 

1111 900116 
DUID Co LIE 

ST&T! G!IIIIL CDDISIL & SIC. 
r.o. 101 101 
~!I!IIL TILIPIOII CORP&II 
IISTriiLD.tl_1670• 

lU 900116 
JOII lOSS 

IICI PIISIDIIT • loPolo 
111 liST 810&8 STI!IT 
GIIPCG r&STIIIIS DIIISIOI or IITI 
SOITI WIIT!LI.I1_.6717 

1U 900116 
I!IDIICISOI T&IDII COIPo 

llJLEI IUISTIIITS• IICo 
r.o. 101 927 
IEIDlLLIILL1,11_.675S 

150 900116 
KOOC UD. SALES 

2711 BROOILTI lf!IO! 
rQRT YlfM£,11_16101 

LliiRU H. HORIS7.NF 
CORPOI&TE COU"5EL 
21155 C!lOLID::E 
!I•C!LL•O CORP. 
TIOT,RI_,IIOIII 

llO 900116 
POIT IATI! Ill S!lftC! 

(Ill JOII DILL!f 
lOll Ill ST. BAIRPIILD 
rOIT 1111!,11_161109 

lU 900116 
PIIIIIOif IIPGo 

DIIIS[OI or SIIIPSOI liDo 11:. 
So TILLOTSOI 
PIIIOIT.I1_.67)7 

ll6 900116 
G&SOLIII IQOIPIIIT Silo co •• IICo 

r.o. 101 1nn 
POIT 11111.11_.6152 

U9 900111 
Do I• 110111111 

IIIIIGII•IIIIIOIIIITIL PIOGIIIS 
r.o. 101 UlO 
GIIIIIL ILICTIIC COIP&If 
roar W&lll,tl.l6101 

lU 900116 
Glllll SCIII IIACBIII PIODDCTS IIC 

•• s. J7 lo 
r.o. 101 211 
IOOTI l 
a11n1.u_uno 

us 900116 
I&GIIIIII COISTIUCTIOI CORP. 

501 lo I&SIIICTOI BODLP.fliD 
roar llfii.II_I5B02 · 

1U 900116 
IILLSD&L! TOOL S NrC. Co. 

1)5 lo S:IUU 
IILLSDlL!,II_.92112 

151 900116 
IIDOfU DRAUAG! 

CIUN HOlD 
IIUKTINCTON,IM_I6750 

f.SSEI INT!RN~T!nN~L. IN:. 
UNIT!D T!CHNDLJ~Y CJRPORArinN 
UNIT~D T~CNNOLJ;y ~UILOIN~ 

HARTrJRO,CT_O~tal 

12~ 9001lo 
rurLJv, 11:. 

1610 :rRCL! 
SOUr! REMD,IN_,662R 

111 903lt~ 
roRT Vlfl! VATER· 

POLLUTION COMTROL PLANT 
2601 o•ENG!R lf!NU! 
roar vatl!,tK_116801 

1 n 'f03t16 
C-G SUUC! C3. 

GL!IBIO:JI SaU&R! SUJPPIM~ C~NT!R 
POIT llfll, U_ 

117 900116 
GlT!S :JI!fR:IL!T ::JRP. 

1101 5o L&P&f!Tr! , 
sour• B!ID,t1_166D1 ' 

1'0 900116 
G!IIIIL P!fRJL!UII, INC • 

19l't NOBILE 
roar Vlfi! 0 IK_II&R3~ 

Hl 900lt6 
GEIJfA, INCo 

JOH !. COURT 
DlfiSOM,NI_IIIIq2J 

1'6 903lt6 
TON HARI;!fT 

rauuaor :oRP. 
LIQUID IND DOLl Tllll DIVISION 
P.O. HJI 660 
rOlf VAYN!,IN_qb~01 

1 n ~o Hlf> 
HOLliES AND :J~PANY 

807 lAST !LLSV,HTH 
Po O. R11 J10 
C3LU1R!l :tTY,!N_~b7Z~ 



15) 900116 
ITT l!IOSPIC!/OPTICIL DlfiSIOI 

DifiSIOI or ITT COIPo 
Po Oo BtU )700 
roar war•E.t1_,6B01-l701 

156 900116 
IIDilll DII ROLDIIG 

DIIISIOI OP RIIIIT IIDDSTIIIS IIC 
9100 PIOIT Sflllf 
PORT 1111!,11_,6111•2209 

159 900116 
JIR!SOI COIPo or IIDIIII 

209 Mo OliO STIIIT 
Polo 1131 21'7 
l!IDlLLfiLLI.t1_16755•2015 

162 900116 
JOSll RliUFlCTDIIIG CORPIII 

1501 !1ST SICOID STIIIT 
RICRIGII,II_16l60 

165 900116 
KlllGII BIOTIIIS IIClflTIIG 

RlllllL ·aoors 1 
Clli~!LL.t1_167l2 

161 900116 
1111 GLISS lliiPICTDIIIG COIPo 

52' llST 'CIITII 
DUiliil,I1_17lJ6 

171 900116 
(Rl) ~Ill LOPSIIII 

101 Mo FIIIPII 
FOIT lliii.I1_16B07 

n• 9110116 
LIICOLI IIIUFICTDIIIG COIPIII tiC 

p,o. aa1 1229 
FORT Mlii!,I1_,6101 

177 900116 
LfDf.LL, IICo, 

!LlSTO"ER PRGDUCTS GRGUP 
p, o. 8!)1 2'1'" 
r:;,._,.hn_ ~.._~T 

15' 900116 
I"CO• IICo 

p,(), 1101 .... 
RUITIIGTOI,II_e6750 

157 900116 
IIDDSTRilL FOIL OILS, 11:, 

1702 So FliRPIILO 111101 
PORT 11111,11_1610' 

160 900116 
Jtl IlLLI IIU[CI, IICo 

1119 S, ClUOUI 
rOIT 11111.11_,610' 

16) 900116 
J~l IIRUFlCTORIIG CORPIMI 

101 GlliT STIIIT 
PITTSBDIGM,P1_15219 

U6 900116 
IOOITI IQUIPRIIT 

69U LILlC 1010 
PLIN00fl,l1_16S6l 

169 9001!11 
LliDII COIPo 

IIIII lo 1&1111111 
11 s. RlllDlll sro sarr1 tllJ 
IIIIlS liD TIOIMBUIG 
liDllllPOLlS,II_162DI 

112 900116 
LlRI :IT! RrGo CO,, IM:, 

tlfD lfll 111101 
P.o. eor 509 
IDITIIGTOI.I1_46750·)640 

175 900116 
LOBDILL•IRERY "FG, CO. 

10150 lfTM STREIT 
liGOS,II_e6S01-~70l 

178 900116 
ZUII, u:, 

100 PRJGRr.SS VAl V, 
lfiLLl,IN_Q61lll 

152 90011& 
TK:IU5 L, lLORICII 

ASSISTANT ~!IP.RlL :JUNSV.L 
2703 SANDERS RJAO 
NOUS!NJLD RliUFl:TURII~. r•r.. 
PIOSP!:T MP.I;MTS,IL_b007~ 

IS~ 90Dllb 
IIDilll ltR llTIJIIL GUARD 

BIER FIELD 
FORT Vlfii,IN_ebdD9 

158 900116 
IITERIITIOilL NARf!Sf!R CJ"PAMT 

2701 :OLISEU~ RJULEflRD 
p, o. Bll S96 
roar MAIIE,IN_Q6831 

1&1 90H16 
JONIS:ll PROnU:TS 

2103 srr!LIN~ ArrNU! 
ILINlRf,IR_46516 

ue ~00116 
Ko NlRT DISTRIBUfllN CEif!R 

P.o. B:ll 159 
roRT Mlfi!,II_G~8Jl 

U7 900116 
UT:IU QUIP, u:. 

VILLilN Lo SWEET, JR. 
p,o. 101 Z261 
BARRETT, BARRETT ~ NCIAG~f 

FORT Wlfii,II_Q6801 

110 903116 
RUF~5 R, :Rll~, D1RE:rOR Jr LAW 

RlCULLll RLJ!DlL, IN:. 
P.O. 8'11 )66 
PilE NILL,AL_Jbl69 

l7J 901116 
LINESTON~ PR:IDUCTS, INC. 

p,o, BJI 618 
PORTLAND,IM_QI171 

116 ~011 lti 
LO:K JJIIIT ftlll c:JMPA", (H~. 

1qo~ Rrr~Rsro~ o~r~~ 
,,. f) ••• )J ll'l 
.c-..z,.,.,..h s ..... -u-j • rf\1 ..d t11G.. 2( I 



- ..S . ~. I-. ·- . " ' 

G!RIIU STREU 
LIGOI[!I.II •• 6767•0qq[ 

180 900116 
TRORIS Ro IIFIII. !SQo 

HlGilfOI COISOSNII ILICTIIC COo 
•• o. 1101 uuo 
IOITK lN!IICll PIILIPS CONPlll 
l101YILLI.TI_1791' 

181 900116 
NliTU OIL 

eSOl 127TI lLSIP 
ILOI ISLIIDeiL.i0.06 

186 900116 
ICCORD lilt TI&ISFII COIPo 

500 v. lliRISOI SIIIIT 
PLINOOTI 0 11 •• 656l•ll2• 

189 900116 
KillS SllrtCI0 liCe 

(U) Ct CORP. 
l 1. C&Plt&L &filii 
IIDI&I&POLIS0 11_,,210 

192 900116 
1151&1&1& Cltl SCIOOLS 

U02 s. 1&11 
1151&111& 0 11 •• 65'' 

195 900116 
RillS SIPTIC SllriCI 

lOOT! 1 
LI~Oilll0 11_,676l 

19$ 900116 
llTIOIIL lilT TIIITIIG COIP. 

1621 s. ROIIOI 
rorr tlrii.II_,,IOJ 

201 900116 
IIPSC:J 

5265 H:JHHIM IYIIU! 
HAHHOID 0 11_,6120 

2o• qoou6 
OHTlR[O FOICF. CORP3Rlfl01 

Ill 900116 
D.r. CIRLfOI 

HIGIIf:JI G:JY, & tiDUSfRIAL 
111) PRODOCTIOI ROAD 
!LICTIOIICS COHPllf 
FOil lllll 0 ll_q611011 

11111 900116 
STIPIII T. IIF.R[S 

ISSISTIIr COIPORIT! COUIS!L 
21001 fll 1011 lOAD 
IIISOD IIDOSTIIIS 0 IIC, 
ranoa.n_uuo 

111 900116 
ICDOIILL IITIIPIISIS 0 IIC. 

J&IIS lo IOOOSI&LL 0 ISO• 
121 lo FI&IILII STI!IT 0 STI •00 
I&IIICle ll&f!l 0 6 1011 
1LIIllf0 II.e6Sl6 

ltO 900116 
1111 uc1, uc. 

6529 I&PLIDOIIS 111,1 
roar aaraa.r•-•••1s 

191 900116 
lOIS& ItO 

910 811111 SIIIIT 
LIGOIIII 0 II.I6l67 

196 900116 
IUS roOD 

IIIIL lOOT! 5 
•ottLIID,I1_,7J71 

199 900116 
IOIFOLI & IISt!RI RAILIIAI co. 

llll IILSOI IOlD 
ro1r l&rtt.r•_•6aOJ 

202 900116 
IOITHIRI IIDIAWA PUBLIC SRYS, :o 

5265 ftOLHftAM lf!NUr. 
RlftHOID,tl_q6J20 

20S 900116 
ORT~N-~C~ULLDUJH ~RANF 

sour~ A~ND,tN_~~filq 

lH iOOll!> 
~OLLIER ~JRP~Plf1)M 

HILES :, Gf.RBf.RO!I~ 

r.o. BJr 2261 
BARRETT, BARRETT & ftCMAGNf 
FORT VAIN!,tM_q680l 

1!2 90H 16 
~lPL!V:JOD SH!LL S!RJI:f. 

6112 STELLHORN RJAD 
FORT Vltll

0
[1 __ 6815 

us 900l16 
RlTIIIlLS RAIDLIN~ EJUIP~ENT :oRP 

7q)] OS RICHIAf JO !, 
roar v&ri!,IM_q&aoJ 

1!8 900116 
11, l• AlLIS 

YIC! PRISID!Nf·~RF.ASURER 
909 lo Llrlllftt STI!IT 
RCGILL HIIUFICtURIN~ :o, [IC, 
ULPUliS0 0 U_Ul8l \ 

191 900116 
ft!tlLLDRGICAL PRJCISSING, IN:, 

]115 I• VISRIIGTOI 80UL!JARD 
P.O. Rll 1011•2 
rotr llflt,r•_•6es•·oHqz 

lU 900116 
ROOII BUSIIESS FORHS 

VEST ULL 
UG:ILl, u_q6JOJ 

197 900116 
lofto RII!TIA, ~ANAJrR 

llf(IJNM!ITAL EMGINE£RlN; 
8101 IIIST N[~G!MS H~AD 
MltllllL CAN :Jftp, 
CHIC&Cl,IM_606ll 

233 9·111 1 ~ 
NORTH A~ERl:AN VA~ LINEi, IN:. 

~001 U.S, HIGHWAY J) ~. 

roRT VAYNE,lN_q&11H 

2ll ~J,llo 
0.r.:. ~~llt':AI. ·if~T~1.; 



On....,t-fo F.<>-,oe C,.,r~~ 
1200 U!ST JICKSOI STI!IT 
p. o. 1101 2157 
IIUICU, Il_ll7l03 

207 900116 
PliO CO. 

1116) I. u.s. 211 !. 
NUITII~TOI,I1_116750•9617 

210 900116 
POOIIIII'S I!ITIIG liD Ill 

COIDITIOIAIIG SllfiCI, IICo 
Ul7 IIUTII 
roarr ~1111,11_116102 

Ul 900116 
I.J. 1111, SUP!IfiSOI 

IIIIIOIIIITIL IPPIIIS 
~.o. 1101 Ulll 
PIIIIIDLI IISTIII PIPILII! COo 
IAISIS Clfi,I0_6111111 

216 900116 
IIOitCl llo POIIIII, Slo ITTOIIII 

lol• D3111LLII I SOlS 
222) IIIITII LUflll IIIG Dltf! 
CIIIC1CO,tL_60616 

219 900116 
I!ICO OIL 

P.o. 801 610 
NtSNlllli,II_II651111 

222 900116 
IOPP! 108111 COIPo 

101 IIDUSfiiiL Dltll 
AICOLI,l1_11670J-10115 

225 900116 
S!UCO 

50] Eo IROlD 
SOUTH llllfL!I,I11_116717 

228 '100116 
SHELL CAR WASH 

1001 v. 7TII 
lUIIURN, I1_116706 

Or1 ..... - H~c ... u....,j., Cl3tn...o.. · 

p.o. oor 8116 
IIISIIlYAKA,I11_116SIIQ 

21U 700116 
Dill! Vo SliMIER 

ISSIST&If RISK IIAIAG!R 
P.o. 11or 911J 
PIIILLIPS IIDDSfRI!S, IRC. 
DUfOI,OR_IISIIOl 

211 900116 
POIII PLIIf S!RIICI, tiC. 

2010 LIIIWIIV lOAD 
ro1t l&lll,t1_116808·l'l22 

2111 900116 
IOIALO lo IICI!J 

PIICISIOI PLAStiCS, IIC. 
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ATI'ACHMENT III 

PROPOSED PLAN 

WAYIIE RECLAMATION AND RECYCLING SITE 
. COLUMBIA CITY I INDIANA 



WAYNE RECLAMATION AHD RECYCLING PROPOSED PLAH 
COLUMBIA CITY, IHDIAHA 

INTRODUCTI:OIJ 

This Proposed Plan identifies the preferred option for cleaning 
up the contamination at the Wayne Reclamation and Recycling (WRR) 
site. In addition, the Plan includes summaries of other 
alternatives analyzed for this site. This document is issued by 
the u.s. Environmental Protection Agency (U.S. EPA), the lead 
agency for the site activities, and the Indiana Department of 
Environmental Management (IDEM), the support agency for this 
response action. u.s. EPA, in consultation with the IDEM, will 
select a final remedy for the s.ite only after the public comment 
period has ended and the information submitted during this time 
has been reviewed and considered. 

U.S. EPA is issuing this Proposed Plan as part of its public 
participation responsibilities under Section 117(a) of the · 
Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation and Liability 
Act (CERCLA). This document summaries information that can be 
found in greater detail in the Remedial Investigation (RI) and 
Feasibility Study (FS) reports and other documents contained in 
the administrative record file for this site. u.s. EPA and the 
State encourage the public to review these other documents in 
order to gain a more comprehensive understanding of the site and 
Superfund activities that have been conducted there. The 
administrative record file, which contains the information upon 
which the selection of the response action will be based, is 
available at the following locations: 

Peabody Library 
203 N. Main street 
Columbia City, Indiana 46725 

Columbia City Hall 
211 s. Chauncey Street 
Columbia City, Indiana 46725. 

u.s. EPA, in consultation with the IDEM, may modify the preferred 
alternative or select another response action presented in the 
Plan and the RI/FS Reports based on new information or public 
comments. Therefore, the public is encouraged to review and 
comment on all the alternatives identified here. 

SITE BACKGROUND 

Site History 

WRR is an approximately 30 acre site, located on the southeast 
edge of the Columbia City limits (Figure 1). It is bounded on 
the south and east by the Blue River and on the west and 
northwest by a cemetery and residential area. The site includes 
approximately 20 acres currently owned by WRR, 6 acres in the 
north which WRR sold to Holmes & Company in 1982, and 4 acres on 
the west owned by Columbia City. 
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In 1975, WRR purchased approximately 25 acres of land on the 
southeast edge of Columbia City, including a 13.6 acre portion 
that Columbia City owned since 1953. WRR and its division, Wayne 
Waste Oil, began operating an oil reclamation business at the 
site in 1975. In 1980, the Indiana State Board of Health (ISBH) 
began investigating the WRR site as a result of reports from a 
former WRR employee that hazardous wastes were being illegally 
disposed of at the site. ISBH determined that between February 
1979 and May 1980, WRR filed hauler reports stating that it had 
disposed of 250,000 gallons of sludge at the Williams County 
landfill in Bryan, Ohio. However, the landfill had not received 
any waste shipments from WRR during that time. 

In 1982, WRR and one of its principals, Wayne Brockman, pleaded 
guilty to illegal "depositing of contaminants" and filing false 
hauler reports. They were required to pay a fine, to fund a risk 
assessment of the site, and to pay for cleanup. WRR did not 
perform the cleanup required under its guilty plea. 

The s~te (Figure 2) can be divided into three major areas: the 
southeast portion designated as the lower floodplain: the 
northeast portion designated as an old City landfill area: and 
the central and west portion, known as the uplands. The lower 
floodplain includes the areas which have been identified as the 
"freshwater pond", "oil decanting pit", "tar pit", "sludge 
ravine", "discolored area", "buried barrel area" and "acid pit". 
The old City landfill which Columbia City operated from 1953 to 
1970, is in the northeast part of the site. Also included in 
this area is the "ink sludge area". The upland area includes the 
now inactive WRR office buildings and numerous tanks. 

In December, 1982, the WRR site was listed on the National 
Priorities List (NPL). On July 10, 1986, approximately 100 
Potentially Responsible Parties (PRPs) entered into an 
Administrative Order by Consent with u.s. EPA to conduct a 
removal action at the site. Because the removal was not 
satisfactorily completed, a Unilateral Adm~nistrative Or•lP-r was 
issued to a smaller group of PRPs on February 17, 1988, requiring 
them to complete a removal action. 

On August 14, 1987, U.S. EPA entered into an Administrative Order 
by Consent with over 100 PRPs to conduct the RI/FS. The u.s. EPA 
and IDEM oversaw all facets of the investigations. The RI was 
conducted to determine the nature and extent of contamination and 
the FS evaluated the alternatives to prevent migration of the 
contaminants. Results of the RI, which was finalized in June, 
1989, are as follows: 

o Surface soils in the area of the shooting range (SB-18) are 
contaminated with polynuclear aromatic hydrocarbons (PAHs). 
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o The highest levels of volatile organic soil contamination 
were detected in the southwest area of the site along the 
Blue River (SB-7/MW9 and SB-40/MW14S); in the northern 
portion of the site we•t of the old City Landfill; and the 
southeast corner of the site. The major contaminants are 
chlorinated ethenes and to a lesser extent, chlorinated 
ethanes, toluene and alkanes. 

o The majority of groundwater contamination is caused by 
chlorinated ethanes and occurs in the same general location 
as the volatile organic soil contamination. 

o Magnesium, cadmium, copper, zinc, and lead were detected at 
levels above the ranges considered to be common in "natural 
soils.• In general, the elevated levels of these compounds 
coincided with the areas described above for the volatile 
organic compounds. However, one apparently isolated area of 
considerably high concentrations of these elements 
(particularly lead) was detected approximately midway 
between the "freshwater pond" and the northern boundary of 
the site (SB-17/SB-17A). In addition, investigations in 
1987, by the Technical Assistance Team (TAT) and the 
Environmental Response Team (ERT) found elevated levels of 
lead in the contents of four vertical and three horizontal 
tanks, located just west of the WRR office, and in the 
surrounding soils. 

o Concentrations of inorganic parameters in surface water and 
sediments from the Blue River adjacent to the site were not 
significantly above those -upstream from the site boundary, 
with the possible exception of copper and zinc in sediments. 
A slight increase in cyanide concentrations was observed 
adjacent to the site as compared to upstream concentrations. 
Concentrations of inorganic parameters (particularly 
cyanide) in on-site surface waters were elevated in the 
wetland north of the site, "sludge ravine", and "oil 
decanting pit." Volatile organic compounds in on-site 
sediments were elevated in the three surface water locations 
previously mentioned, as well as in the "freshwater pond." 

o Although this was not discussed in the RI, the old City 
Landfill lacks appropriate cover to ensure compliance with 
RCRA Subtitle D regulations. 

Scope and Role of the Response Action 

The PRPs, under the direction of the u.s. EPA have already 
initiated two removal response actions at this site. Removal 
activities under the 1986 Administrative Order by Consent 
included excavation and disposal of contaminated soil in the "oil 
decanting pit", "tar pit" and "sludge ravine"; removal and 
disposal of the contents of 215 55-gallon drums and soil from the 
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"buried barrel area" and backfill. Backfilling remains to be 
done in the "oil decanting pit", •tar pit" and "sludge ravine". 
Removal activities under the 1988 Unilateral Administraeive Order 
included excavation and disposal of contaminated soil from the 
"discolored area•, "acid pit", "ink sludge area" and "sludge 
ravine"; removal and disposal of an additional 125 drums; 
removal and disposal of the contents of 23 horizontal tanks; 
fencing of the "oil decanting pit", "sludge ravine", and 
"discolored area"; and backfilling the "acid pit" and "ink sludge 
area" with off-site borrow. 

This Proposed Plan addresses contaminated soil and groundwater in 
the lower floodplain and upland areas of the site; RCRA Subtitle 
D closure requirements for the old Columbia City landfill; and 
empty/clean/removal of the remaining tanks and debris which pose 
a threat to human health and the envi~onment. These areas were 
determined to be a principal threat at the site because of the 
potential threat of direct contact with the soils and the soil's 
impact on the groundwater. The contaminated groundwater is a 
principal threat at the site because of the potential for direct 
ingestion of contaminants through municipal and private drinking 
water wells. This is the third and final response action for 
this site. 

Summary of Site Risks 

During the RI, an analysis was conducted to estimate the health 
or environmental problems that could result if the contamination 
at the WRR site was not cleaned up. This analysis is commonly 
referred to as a baseline Endangerment Assessment (Chapter 6 of 
the RI Report). In conducting this assessment, the focus was on 
the health effects that could result from direct exposure to the 
contaminants as a result of the soil coming into contact with the 
skin, or from direct ingestion of the soil. The Endangerment 
Assessment also focused on the health effects that could result 
from ingestion, inhalation, or direct contact with the skin of 
contaminated groundwater from a municipal or drinking water well. 

Groundwater 

The major contaminants of concern in the groundwater were 
Trichloroethylene (TCE) and vinyl chloride. TCE and vinyl 
chloride are volatile organic compounds that are known to cause 
cancer in laboratory animals and are therefore classified as 
carcinogens. TCE is a highly mobile contaminants that typically 
migrates through the soil into the groundwater. 

The average concentrations of TCE and vinyl chloride found in the 
groundwater beneath the WRR site resulted in an excess lifetime 
cancer risk of 2 x lo-4. This means that if no cleanup action is 
taken by u.s. EPA, two additional people per ten thousand have a 
chance of contracting 9ancer as a result of the exposure to 
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groundwater contaminated with TCE and vinyl chloride. 

The major contaminants of concern in the soils were polynuclear 
aromatic hydrocarbons (PAHs) and Polychlorinated biphenyls 
(PCBs). PAHs and PCBs are also classified as carcinogens. PAHs 
tend to be relatively immobile contaminants that will typically 
remain in the soil for long periods of time. 

Sampling of the on-site soil found that average concentrations of 
PAHs resulted in an excess lifetime cancer risk of 3 x lo-2. 
This means that if no cleanup action is taken by u.s. EPA, three 
additional people per one hundred have a chance of contracting 
cancer as a result of the exposure to the PAR-contaminated soil. 

These estimates were developed by taking into account various 
conservative assumptions about the likelihood of a person being 
exposed to the soil and groundwater and the toxicity of the 
contaminants. 

Actual or threatened releases of hazardous substances from this 
site, if not addressed by the preferred alternative or one of the 
other active measures considered, may present an imminent and 
substantial endangerment to public health, welfare, or the 
environment. 

SUMMARY OF ALTERNATIVES 

Based on the findings in the RI report, the following remedial 
action objectives were established for the WRR site to ensure 
protection of human health and the environment: 

Groundwater 

o Minimize potential future risk to public health from 
consumption of contaminated groundwater. 

o Control migration of contaminated groundwater to the Blue 
River water and sediment. 

o Reduce migration of subsurface soil contaminants to the 
groundwater 

Contaminated Soil 

o Minimize risk to public health and environment from the 
direct contact with PCB and PAH contaminated surface soil. 

o Reduce potential for erosion and transport of contaminated 
surface and subsurface soil to the Blue River. 



-a-
Municipal Landfill 

o Ensure adequate cover is present to prevent erosion and 
exposure of waste resulting in direct contact or washout to 
the river. 

Surface and Subsurface Tanks and Contents 

o Eliminate potential migration of tank contents to surface 
and subsurface soil and groundwater. 

Common Elements 

There are seven remedial action alternatives which have been 
developed to address the contamination at the WRR site. Except 
for the "No Action" alternative, all of the alternatives now 
being considered for the site would include a number of common 
components. Alternatives 2 through 7 include removal and/or 
treatment of the tank contents and capping of the municipal 
landfill in accordance with RCRA Subtitle D sanitary landfill 
closure requirements. Soil and groundwater in the vicinity of 
the tanks may require additional investigation to delineate the 
extent of contamination due to spills or leaks associated with 
the tanks. It is assumed that additional soil or groundwater 
contamination could be addressed in a similar manner used in 
other areas of the site. 

A large amount of debris is scattered throughout the site. These 
materials should be evaluated and those determined to be solid 
waste can be consolidated and placed under the municipal landfill 
cap. Those materials determined to be contaminated with 
hazardous waste would need to be cleaned or disposed in 
accordance with RCRA. 

Each alternative also includes groundwater extraction and 
treatment to health-based levels and MCLs. Long-term groundwater 
monitoring in compliance with requirements of RCRA Subpart F, 40 
CFR Section 264.100 will be conducted to gauge the effectiveness 
of the selected remedy. In addition, erosion control provisions 
and deed restrictions are required. It should also be noted that 
the wastes at the WRR site were found to be sufficiently similar 
to RCRA-listed waste or RCRA-characteristic wastes to make RCRA 
relevant and appropriate. 

Lead-contaminated soil was found in the vicinity of SB-17 and SB-
17A. Although this contamination appears to be localized, the 
extent of remediation of this area will be determined based on 
additional sampling during the remedial design. Remediation of 
the lead-contaminated soil will be achieved by either soil 
washing or immobilization technologies. 
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A more detailed discussion of the remedial action alternatives is 
presented below. Costs, including annual operation and 
maintenance (O&M), for each alternative are also provided. All 
costs and implementation times are estimated. 

Alternative 1: BO ACTIOB 

Capital Cost: 
Annual O&M Cost: 
Present Worth: 
Time to Implement: 

$0 
$0 
$0 
None 

The Superfund program requires that the "no action" alternative 
be evaluated at every site to establish a baseline for 
comparison. Under this alternative, u.s. EPA would taken no 
further action at the site to prevent exposure to the soil and 
groundwater contamination. 

Alternative 2: GROUBDWATER EXTRACTION ABD AIR STRIPPING/ 
COVERING PAH-CONTAMINATED SOILS/ CAPPIBG VOC-CONTAMINATED SOILS/ 
EROSION CONTROLS/ DEED RESTRICTIONS/ MONITORING/ CAPPING 
MUBICIPAL LANDFILL/ REMOVE CONTENTS OF ABOVEGROUBD AND 
UBDERGROUBD TANKS 

Capital Cost: 
Annual O&M Cost: 
Present Worth: 
Time to Implement! 

$3,329,630 
$ 228,500 
$5,483,700 
30 years 

Given the presence of the municipal well field immediately north 
of the site, vertical hydraulic gradients are downward from the 
upper to lower aquifers when the municipal well is being used. 
Therefore, the groundwater extraction system would be designed to 
lower the water table approximately 3.5 feet so that groundwater 
gradients are upward even when the municipal wells are pumping. 
The extraction wells in the southeast prea of the site would be 
located within a slurry wall in order to allow for lower 
extraction rates and to facilitate lowering of the groundwater 
table. Additional groundwater extraction wells would also be 
placed through the site in order to intercept all contaminated 
groundwater. Treated groundwater would be discharged to the. Blue 
River. Discharge limits would be established in accordance with 
IDEM's NPDES program. 

The PAH-contaminated soil will be covered to prevent the 
incidence of dermal contact. vee-contaminated soil will be 
capped in accordance with RCRA Subtitle C closure requirements to 
prevent the incidence of dermal contact and reduce contaminant 
migration to the groundwater via infiltration. 

In addition, those elements presented in the section entitled 
"Common Elements" are included in this alternative. 
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Alternative 3; GROUNDWATER EXTRACTION AND AIR STRIPPING/ SOIL 
FWSHING WITH TREATED GROUNDWATER/ COVBIUNG PAH-coNTAJil:NATBD 
SOILS/ EROSION CONTROLS/ DBBD RESTRICTIONS/ MONITORING/ CAPPING 
MUNICIPAL LANDFILL/ REMOVE CONTENTS OF ABOVEGROUND AND 
UNDERGROUND TANKS 

Capital Cost: 
Annual O&M Cost: 
Present Worth: 
Time to Implement: 

$3,248,230 
$ 236,700 
$5,110,848 
15 years 

The groundwater extraction and treatment system would be 
identical to the system described for Alternative 2. However, to 
reduce the time that the system will need to operate, the treated 
effluent will be flushed through the areas of the site with voc­
contaminated soils. A treatability study will be required to 
determine the process effectiveness and necessity for adding 
surfactants to the flushing fluid for aid in contaminant removal. 
contaminants are recovered by the groundwater extraction system 
and treated. The soil flushing has the effect of accelerating 
the natural process of soil flushing that would occur through 
rainfall infiltration. It is estimated that the flushing system 
would operate for a period of 15 years. 

The PAR-contaminated soil will be covered to prevent the 
incidence of dermal contact. In addition, those elements 
presented in the section entitled "Common Elements" are included 
in this alternative. 

Alternative 4: GROUNDWATER EXTRACTION AND AIR STRIPPING/ SOIL 
VAPOR EXTRACTION/ COVERING PAR-CONTAMINATED SOILS/ EROSION 
CONTROLS/ DEED RESTRICTIONS/ MONITORING/ CAPPING MUNICIPAL 
LANDFILL/ REMOVE CONTENTS OF ABOVEGROUND AND UNDERGROUND TANKS 

Capital Cost: 
Annual O&M Cost: 
Present Worth: 
Time to Implement: 

$3,306,875 
$ 291,000 
$5,582,499 
15 years 

To red~ce the time required to operate the groundwater extraction 
and treatment system presented in Alternative 2, a soil vapor 
extraction (SVE) system would be used to remove the VOC 
contamination from the soil. The vapor extraction wells would be 
placed in the areas of the site with vee-contaminated soils. The 
area surrounding the vapor extraction wells would be covered with 
approximately three feet of fill to increase the efficiency of 
the system by reducing the volume of air being pulled from above 
the ground surface. The air emissions will be treated to health­
based levels. The SVE and groundwater extraction systems will 
operate in conjunction for approximately 15 years to meet the 
clean-up criteria. 
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The PAR-contaminated soil will be covered to prevent the 
incidence of dermal contact. In addition, those elements 
presented in the section entitled "Common Elements" are inciuded 
in this alternative. 

-Alternative 5: GROUNDWATER EXTRACTION AND AIR STRIPPING/ 
EXCAVATION AND BIOLOGICAL TREATJmNT OF VOC-coNTAMINATED SOIL/ 
COVERING PAR-CONTAMINATED SOILS/ EROSION CONTROLS/ DEED 
RESTRICTIONS/ MONITORING/ CAPPING MUNICIPAL LANDFILL{ REMOVE 
CONTENTS OF ABOVEGROUND AND UNDERGROUND TANKS 

Capital Cost: 
Annual O&M Cost: 
Present Worth: 
Time to Implement: 

$7,988,170 
$ 279,000 
$9,927,114 
15 years 

To reduce the operating time for the groundwater extraction and 
treatment system presented in Alternative 2, approximately 30,000 
cubic yards of vee-contaminated soils would be excavated and 
biologically treated on-site. Microorganisms, nutrients, and 
oxygen would be supplied to the contaminated soils to promote 
transformation and aerobic biological degradation of the VOC 
contaminants. The area available to construct the treatment 
facility is not large enough to accommodate all of the 
contaminated soil at one time. Therefore, the excavation, 
treatment and backfilling operations would need to be staged. It 
is estimated that soil treatment would take two to four years. 

Since this alternative involves the excavation and placement of 
waste, the RCRA Land Disposal Restrictions (LOR) would be 
invoked. Therefore, the cost estimate assumes a minimum 
technology disposal unit would be constructed prior to redisposal 
of the excavated and treated soil. 

The PAR-contaminated soil will be covered to prevent the 
incidence of dermal dontact. In addition, those elements 
presented in the section entitled "Common Elements" are included 
in this alternative. 

Alternative 6; GROUNDWATER EXTRACTION AND AIR STRIPPING/ 
EXCAVATION AND ON-SITE INCINERATION OF VOC-'AND PAR­
CONTAMINATED SOILS/ EROSION CONTROLS/ DEED RESTRICTIONS/ 
MONITORING/ CAPPING MUNICIPAL LANDFILL/ REMOVE CONTENTS OF 
ABOVEGROUND AND UNDERGROUND TANXS 

Capital Cost: 
Annual O&M Cost: 
Present Worth: 
Time to Implement:. 

$ 9,805,845 
$ 228,500 
$11,322,222 
10 years 

To minimize the operating time· of the groundwater extraction and 
treatment system presented. in Alternative 2 I the voc- and PAH-
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contaminated soils would be excavated and incinerated on-site. 
Approximately 30,000 cubic yards of contaminated soil would be 
incinerated on-site using a mobile infrared unit. Based on an 
average process rate of 14,000 lb/hr, the incineration process 
would be completed in approximately nine to twelve months. It is 
estimated that th~ groundwater extraction system would operate 
for ·approximately ten years. 

For costing purposes, it is assumed .that the incinerator ash 
would not be a RCRA hazardous waste and could be backfilled on­
site. Confirmatory sampling would be required prior to disposal. 
Waste sludge from the incinerator air scrubbers would, however, 
be considered hazardous and would thus require disposal at an 
approved RCRA facility. 

In addition, those elements presented in the section entitled 
"Common Elements" are included in this alternative. 

Alternative 7; GROUNDWATER EXTRACTION AND DISCHARGE TO THE POTW/ 
COVERING PAR-CONTAMINATED SOILS/ CAPPING VOC-CONTAMINATED SOILS/ 
EROSION CONTROLS/ DEED RESTRICTIONS/ MONITORING/ CAPPING 
MUNICIPAL LANDFILL/ REMOVE CONTENTS OF ABOVEGROUND AND 
UNDERGROUND TANKS 

Capital Cost: 
Annual O&M Cost: 
Present Worth: 
Time to Implement: 

$3,571,980 
$ 298,500 
$6,-385,960 
10 years 

This alternative is the same as Alternative 2, except that the 
extracted groundwater would be discharged to the POTW instead of 
air stripping and discharge to the Blue River. Consideration of 
this alternative would is based on the assumption that the 
Columbia City POTW is willing and able to accept the WRR site 
effluent. currently the POTW does not have a pretreatment 
program with IDEM. The Columbia City POTW is scheduled for a 
capacity expansion in October 1990. 

EVALUATION OF ALTERNATIVES 

The preferred alternative for cleaning up the WRR site is 
Alternative 4 -- GROUNDWATER EXTRACTION AND AIR STRIPPING/ SOIL 
VAPOR EXTRACTION/ COVERING PAR-CONTAMINATED SOILS/ EROSION 
CONTROLS/ DEED RESTRICTIONS/ MONITORING/ CAPPING MUNICIPAL 
LANDFILL/ REMOVE CONTENTS OF ABOVEGROUND AND UNDERGROUND TANKS. 
In addition, additional investigation will be conducted in the 
now inactive tank area and the lead-contaminated soil area (at 
SB-17 and SB-17A) to determine the extent of remediation. 
Based on current information, this alternative would appear to 
provide the best balance of trade-offs among the alternatives 
with respect to u.s. EPA's nine evaluation criteria. This 
section discusses the performance of the preferred alternative 
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against the nine criteria, noting how it compares to the other 
options under consideration. A glossary of the evaluation 
criteria is contained in Table 1. 

Analysis 

OVerall Protection. All of the alternatives, with the·exception 
of the "no action" alternative, would provide adequate protection 
of human health and the environment by eliminating, reducing, or 
controlling risk through treatment or engineering controls. The 
preferred alternative would treat the volatile organic 
contaminants in the soil and groundwater, cover the PAR­
contaminated soil, and cap the municipal landfill to reduce the 
risks associated with direct contact and ingestion of 
contaminated soils andjor groundwater. 

Because the "no action" alternative is not protective of human 
health and the environment, it is not considered further in this 
analysis as an option for this site. 

Compliance with ARARs. All alternatives would meet their 
respective applicable or relevant and appropriate requirements of 
Federal and State environmental laws. Since the preferred 
alternative would not involve the excavation and placement of 
waste, LOR would not be an ARAR. However, all options would 
involve the relevant and appropriate RCRA requirements. 

Discharge of the treated groundwater to the Blue River would meet 
the State's NPDES discharge limits. No waiver from ARARs.is 
necessary to implement any of the active cleanup options. Soil 
clean-up levels will be established to ensure that contaminant 
leaching into the groundwater will not exceed health-based levels 
or MCLs. 

Long-term effectiveness and permanence. The preferred 
alternative would reduce the inherent hazards posed by the voc­
con~aminated soil and groundwater through treatment. SVE would 
be an effective method to reduce contaminant levels in soils 
because the primary contaminants are VOCs. In addition, the 
soil cover over the PAH- and vee-contaminated soils would 
eliminate the direct contact threat associated with these areas. 
Removal of the tank contents would eliminate the potential for 
additional contamination of the surrounding soil and groundwater 
due to leaks or spills from the tanks. 

Alternative 3 would also be effective in reducing site risks. 
However, potential complications with soil flushing are the 
controls required to lower the water table to induce upward 
gradients from the lower aquifer, while at the same time flush 
soils above the water table. In addition, the heterogeneous 
nature of the soils in the southeast area of the site may cause 
the drainage gallery to backup and discharge to the surface. 
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TABLE 1 

will be assessed in the Record of Decision folla.dn;J a 
review of the p.lblic cx:mre.nts received on the RifFS report 
am the P1:c 1posed Plan. 

addresses whether or not a remedy will meet all of the 
ar.plicable or relevant ard at:i>rr:::priate requirements of 
other environmental statutes an:Vor n:quires uses of a 
waiver. 

includes capital and cperation ard maintenaooe. costs. 

is the technical arrl administrative feasibility of a 10aoody, 
iool:ooin;J the availability of goods arrl seJ:Vices needed to 
htllement the dlosen solutiat. 

refers to the ability of a z:emedy to maintain reliable 
protection of human health ani the environtrent 011er t.llre 
once cleanup goals have been met. 

addresses whether or not a z:emedy provides adequate 
protection ani describes l'l<:M risks are eliminated, reduce;i 
or controlled through treatm:mt, erqineerinJ controls, or 
insti b.lti.onal controls. 

is the anticipated perfonrance of the treatment teclmolcqies 
a rene:ly may eiiploy. 

involves the period of time neede:i to achieve protection ani 
any adverse i.npacts on hU!Iail health am the envi.rol'll00l1t that 
may be posed during the con.Struc:tioo and i.nplerentation 
period until cleanup goals are adrl.eved. 

irrlicates whether, based on i~ review of the RifFS, 
Proposed Plan, arx:l p..lblic o:::mnents, the State agency 
concurs, q:poses, or has no a:mnent oo the preferred 
alternative. 
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Alternatives 5 and 6 would effectively reduce site risks through 
treatment; however, land dJsposal of the treated material or ash 
would require long-term O&M. 

Alternatives 2 and 7 would eliminate t~e direct contact threat; 
however, the inherent ha~ards of the waste will remain. 
The municipal landfill cap and groundwater monitoring system will 
require long-term O&M for all alternatives. Alternatives 5 and 6 
are the only alternatives that would actively treat the PAR­
contaminated soil, for all other alternatives these soils would 
be consolidated under the municipal landfill cap. 

Reduction of toxicity, aobility, or voluae of the contaminants 
through treatment. Only four of the alternatives would treat the 
principal threat of vee-contaminated soil to reduce toxicity, 
mobility, or volume. The preferred alternative and alternative 3 
would involve treatment of the vee-contaminated soil via SVE or 
soil flushing in conjunction with groundwater extraction and 
treatment. 

Alternatives 5 and 6 would involve biological treatment or 
incineration that would permanently destroy the voe and PAR 
contaminants. The treated soil or contaminated ash would; 
however, be disposed of in a RCRA landfill. 

Alternatives 2 and 7 achieve no reduction in toxicity, mobility, 
or volume for the vee-contaminated soils. · 

It should be noted that although the cap over the municipal 
landfill and PAR-contaminated soil does not afford a reduction in 
toxicity, mobility, or volume, it would significantly reduce 
infiltration and the production of leachate that could migrate 
off-site. 

Short-term effectiveness. The preferred alternative and 
Alternative 3 would require approximately 15 years to achieve the 
groundwater clean-up levels. Although Alternatives 5 and 6 would 
achieve groundwater clean-up levels quicker, both of these 
alternatives require excavation which would pose some short-term 
risks of exposure to vocs during the excavation process. In 
addition, rainfall infiltration will be immediate during the 
construction period. This could increase the migration of 
contaminants in the groundwater. Groundwater clean-up levels 
would not be achieved for 30 years for Alternatives 2 and 7. 

Implementability. The individual technologies described for each 
of the alternatives are conventional and well demonstrated. 
However, there is some concern over the technical feasibility of 
Alternative 3 given the heterogeneous nature of the soils. 
Conversely, the preferred alternative, which involves SVE has 
been found to be feasible for a variety of soil conditions. 
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No unusual difficulties in the placement of the soil cover and 
municipal landfill cap are anticipated. However, given the close 
proximity of the PAR-contaminated soil to the municipal landfill 
the feasibility of constructing two caps is questionable. It may 
be more appropriate to just incorporate the PAR-contaminated soil 
under the municipal landfill cap. 

Implementation of Alternative 7 would require the consent of 
Columbia City for use of its POTW. 

Cost. The present-worth cost of the preferred alternative is 
$5,582,500. The lowest-cost alternative is Alternative 3 at 
$5,110,800. The highest-cost alternative is Alternative 6 at 
$11,322,200 •. Alternatives 2, 5 and 7 have present-worth costs of 
$5,483,700, $9,927,100, and $6,386,000, respectively. 

State acceptance. The State of Indiana Department of 
Environmental Management supports the preferred alternative. 

Community acceptance. Community acceptance of the preferred 
alternative will be evaluated after the public comment period 
ends and will be described in the Record of Decision for the 
site. 

Summary of the freferred Alternative 

In summary, Alternative 4 would achieve substantial risk 
reduction through treatment of the principal threat remaining at 
the site (i.e., the vee-contaminated soil, groundwater, and tank 
contents) and by providing safe management of other material that 
will remain at the site. Given its effectiveness and 
implementability, Alternative 4 achieves this risk reduction in 
a comparable or smaller timeframe and cost than the other 
treatment options. Therefore, the preferred alternative is 
believed to provide the best balance of trade-offs among 
alternatives with respect to the evaluation criteria. Based on 
the information available at this time, u.s. EPA believes the 
preferred alternative would be protective of human health and the 
environment, would comply with ARARs, would be cost effective, 
and would utilize permanent solutions and alternative treatment 
technologies to the maximum extent practicable. Because it would 
treat the vee-contaminated soil and groundwater, the remedy also 
would meet the statutory preference for the use of a remedy that 
involves treatment as a principal element. 

THE COMMUNITY'S ROLE IN THE SELECTION PROCESS 

u.s. EPA solicits input from the community on the cleanup methods 
proposed for each Superfund response action. u.s. EPA has set a 
public comment period from January 22, .1990 through February 21, 
1990 to encourage public participation in the selection process. 
The comment period includes a public meeting at which U.S. EPA 
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and IDEM will present the FS report and the Proposed Plan, 
answer questions, and receive both oral ~nd written comments. 

The public meeting is scheduled for Wednesday, February 7, 1990 
at 7:00 p.m. and will be held at: 

Council Room, City Hall 
112 South Chauncey 

Columbia City, Indiana 

Comments will be summarized and responses provided in the 
Responsiveness Summary section of the Record of Decision (ROD). 
The ROD is the document that presents u.s. EPA's final selection 
for cleanup. The public can send written comments to or obtain 
further information from: 

Tinka G. Hyde 
Remedial Project Manager 

U.S. EPA - SHS-11 
230 South Dearborn Street 
Chicago, Illinois 60604 

(312) 886-9296 

Toll free {800) 621-8431 
between 9:00 a.m. and 4:30 p.m. Central Time 

u.s. EPA and IDEM are soli~iting public comments about the most 
acceptable way to clean up the Wayne Reclamation and Recycling 
site. The Proposed Plan·and the RI/FS Reports have been placed 
in the Information Repositories and Administrative Record for the 
site. The Administrative Record includes all documents such as 
work plans, data analyses, public comments, transcripts and other 
relevant material used in developing the remedial alternatives 
for the Wayne Reclamation and Recycling site. These documents 
are available for public review and copying at the following 
locations: 

City Hall 
112 South Chauncey 
Columbia City, IN 

Peabody Library 
203 North Main 
Columbia City, IN. 
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